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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Objections 

Claim 15 objected to because of the following informalities: There is a lack of 
antecedent basis for "an image of a CM," as nowhere in the specification does applicant define 
what this term means. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 15 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. In claim 15, applicant refers to "an image of a CM." However, nowhere in the 
specifications does applicant define CM. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 5-6, 15, 17 and 19 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tidwell et al. (US Pat. 6,535,590) in view of Willame et al. (Pub. No.: US 2006/0179462). 

Regarding claim 1 : A communication terminal comprising: a video reproduction means for 
carrying out a video reproduction (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 15-19); a communication 
means for carrying out a communication (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 38-43); a storage 
means for storing an incoming-reporting condition indicating whether a video 
reproduction takes precedence of an operation to report an incoming or said operation to 
report an incoming takes precedence of said video reproduction (Willame, paragraphs 
[0033]-[0034]); and a setting means for setting said incoming-reporting condition (Tidwell, 
Fig. 4 and 11, column 8, lines 55-59); wherein, in the event of an incoming in the course of a 
video reproduction carried out by said video reproduction means, said incoming is 
reported in accordance with said incoming-reporting condition (Tidwell, Fig. 4 and 11, 
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column 8, lines 62-67). Tidwell discloses a set top box that has the added functionality of being 
able to process phone calls and alert the user as to call activity, as well as allowing the user to 
activate a number of options, including priority calling, in which the user can rank the 
importance of phone numbers so that some incoming calls will cause the system to alert the user 
and some will not. However, Tidwell does not disclose comparing the priority of the incoming 
calls with the priority of the video being watched, and basing the decision to inform the user on 
this information. Willame discloses comparing the priority of different programs to determine 
which take precedence in terms of which program is recorded. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have the decision as to 
whether to alert the user of an incoming call be based on a comparison of whether the phone call 
was of higher priority than the video. Allowing the user to program the system in such a manner 
would have been highly desirable, as it would allow the user to watch television in an 
uninterrupted manner, unless the user received an urgent phone call of higher priority than the 
video being watched. 

Regarding claim 2: A communication terminal comprising: a video reproduction means for 
carrying out a video reproduction (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 15-19); a communication 
means for carrying out a communication (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 38-43); a storage 
means for storing an incoming-reporting condition indicating whether a video 
reproduction takes precedence of an operation to report an incoming or said operation to 
report an incoming takes precedence of said video reproduction (Willame, paragraphs 
[0033]-[0034]); and a setting means for setting said incoming-reporting condition (Tidwell, 
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Fig. 4 and 11, column 8, lines 55-59); wherein, in the event of an incoming in the course of a 
video reproduction carried out by said video reproduction means: said incoming is not 
reported if said incoming-reporting condition is set to indicate that said video reproduction 
takes precedence of an operation to report said incoming (Tidwell, Fig. 4 and 11, column 8, 
lines 62-67); or said incoming is reported if said incoming-reporting condition is set to 
indicate that an operation to report said incoming takes precedence of said video 
reproduction (Tidwell, Fig. 4 and 11, column 8, lines 62-67). Tidwell discloses a set top box 
that has the added functionality of being able to process phone calls and alert the user as to call 
activity, as well as allowing the user to activate a number of options, including priority calling, in 
which the user can rank the importance of phone numbers so that some incoming calls will cause 
the system to alert the user and some will not. However, Tidwell does not disclose comparing the 
priority of the incoming calls with the priority of the video being watched, and basing the 
decision to inform the user on this information. Willame discloses comparing the priority of 
different programs to determine which take precedence in terms of which program is recorded. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have the decision as to whether to alert the user of an incoming call be based on a 
comparison of whether the phone call was of higher priority than the video. Allowing the user to 
program the system in such a manner would have been highly desirable, as it would allow the 
user to watch television in an uninterrupted manner, unless the user received an urgent phone call 
of higher priority than the video being watched. 
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Regarding claim 5: A communication terminal comprising: a TV-broadcast receiving means 
for receiving a TV broadcast (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 15-19); a display means for 
carrying out an operation to display an image of a TV broadcast received by said TV- 
broadcast receiving means (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 12-15); a communication means 
for carrying out a communication (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 38-43); a storage means 
for storing an incoming-reporting condition indicating whether an operation to display an 
image of a TV broadcast takes precedence of an operation to report an incoming or said 
operation to report an incoming takes precedence of said operation to display an image of a 
TV broadcast (Willame, paragraphs [0033]-[0034]); and a setting means for setting said 
incoming-reporting condition; wherein, if an incoming arrives while said display means is 
carrying out an operation to display an image of a TV broadcast, said incoming is reported 
in accordance with said incoming-reporting condition (Tidwell, Fig. 4 and 11, column 8, lines 
62-67). Tidwell discloses a set top box that has the added functionality of being able to process 
phone calls and alert the user as to call activity, as well as allowing the user to activate a number 
of options, including priority calling, in which the user can rank the importance of phone 
numbers so that some incoming calls will cause the system to alert the user and some will not. 
However, Tidwell does not disclose comparing the priority of the incoming calls with the 
priority of the video being watched, and basing the decision to inform the user on this 
information. Willame discloses comparing the priority of different programs to determine which 
take precedence in terms of which program is recorded. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have the decision as to whether to 
alert the user of an incoming call be based on a comparison of whether the phone call was of 
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higher priority than the video. Allowing the user to program the system in such a manner would 
have been highly desirable, as it would allow the user to watch television in an uninterrupted 
manner, unless the user received an urgent phone call of higher priority than the video being 
watched. 



Regarding claim 6: A communication terminal comprising: a TV-broadcast receiving means 
for receiving a TV broadcast (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 15-19); a display means for 
carrying out an operation to display an image of a TV broadcast received by said TV- 
broadcast receiving means (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 12-15); a communication means 
for carrying out a communication (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 38-43); a storage means 
for storing an incoming-reporting condition indicating whether an operation to display an 
image of a TV broadcast takes precedence of an operation to report an incoming or said 
operation to report an incoming takes precedence of said operation to display an image of a 
TV broadcast (Willame, paragraphs [0033]-[0034]); and a setting means for setting said 
incoming-reporting condition; wherein, if an incoming arrives while said display means is 
carrying out an operation to display an image of a TV broadcast: said incoming is not 
reported if said incoming-reporting condition is set to indicate that said operation to 
display an image of a TV broadcast takes precedence of an operation to report said 
incoming (Tidwell, Fig. 4 and 11, column 8, lines 62-67); or said incoming is reported if said 
incoming-reporting condition is set to indicate that an operation to report said incoming 
takes precedence of said operation to display an image of a TV broadcast (Tidwell, Fig. 4 
and 11, column 8, lines 62-67). Tidwell discloses a set top box that has the added functionality of 
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being able to process phone calls and alert the user as to call activity, as well as allowing the user 
to activate a number of options, including priority calling, in which the user can rank the 
importance of phone numbers so that some incoming calls will cause the system to alert the user 
and some will not. However, Tidwell does not disclose comparing the priority of the incoming 
calls with the priority of the video being watched, and basing the decision to inform the user on 
this information. Willame discloses comparing the priority of different programs to determine 
which take precedence in terms of which program is recorded. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have the decision as to 
whether to alert the user of an incoming call be based on a comparison of whether the phone call 
was of higher priority than the video. Allowing the user to program the system in such a manner 
would have been highly desirable, as it would allow the user to watch television in an 
uninterrupted manner, unless the user received an urgent phone call of higher priority than the 
video being watched. 

Regarding claim 15: A communication terminal according to claim 5 wherein said display 
means displays information on an incoming when an image of said TV broadcast is 
replaced by an image of a CM (Tidwell, Fig. 4, column 1, lines 38-43). For the purpose of this 
rejection, examiner assumes applicant mean "call message" when referring to "CM." 

Regarding claim 17: A video reproduction method for carrying out a video reproduction 
(Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 12-19), said video reproduction method comprising the steps 
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of: setting an incoming-reporting condition indicating whether a video reproduction takes 
precedence of an operation to report an incoming or said operation to report an incoming 
takes precedence of said video reproduction (Willame, paragraphs [0033]-[0034]); and not 
reporting an incoming in the event of said incoming in the course of a video reproduction if 
said incoming-reporting condition is set to indicate that said video reproduction takes 
precedence of an operation to report said incoming (Tidwell, Fig. 4 and 11, column 8, lines 
62-67); or reporting an incoming in the event of said incoming in the course of a video 
reproduction if said incoming-reporting condition is set to indicate that an operation to 
report said incoming takes precedence of said video reproduction (Tidwell, Fig. 4 and 11, 
column 8, lines 62-67). Tidwell discloses a set top box that has the added functionality of being 
able to process phone calls and alert the user as to call activity, as well as allowing the user to 
activate a number of options, including priority calling, in which the user can rank the 
importance of phone numbers so that some incoming calls will cause the system to alert the user 
and some will not. However, Tidwell does not disclose comparing the priority of the incoming 
calls with the priority of the video being watched, and basing the decision to inform the user on 
this information. Willame discloses comparing the priority of different programs to determine 
which take precedence in terms of which program is recorded. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have the decision as to 
whether to alert the user of an incoming call be based on a comparison of whether the phone call 
was of higher priority than the video. Allowing the user to program the system in such a manner 
would have been highly desirable, as it would allow the user to watch television in an 
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uninterrupted manner, unless the user received an urgent phone call of higher priority than the 
video being watched. 

Regarding claim 19: A video reproduction method for carrying out an operation to display 
an image of a received TV broadcast (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 12-19), said video 
reproduction method comprising the steps of: setting an incoming-reporting condition 
indicating whether an operation to display an image of a TV broadcast takes precedence of 
an operation to report an incoming or said operation to report an incoming takes 
precedence of said operation to display an image of a TV broadcast (Willame, paragraphs 
[0033]-[0034]); and not reporting an incoming in the event of said incoming in the course of 
an operation to display an image of a TV broadcast if said incoming-reporting condition is 
set to indicate that said operation to display an image of a TV broadcast takes precedence 
of an operation to report said incoming (Tidwell, Fig. 4 and 11, column 8, lines 62-67); or 
reporting an incoming in the event of said incoming in the course of an operation to display 
an image of a TV broadcast if said incoming-reporting condition is set to indicate that an 
operation to report said incoming takes precedence of said operation to display an image of 
a TV broadcast (Tidwell, Fig. 4 and 11, column 8, lines 62-67). Tidwell discloses a set top box 
that has the added functionality of being able to process phone calls and alert the user as to call 
activity, as well as allowing the user to activate a number of options, including priority calling, in 
which the user can rank the importance of phone numbers so that some incoming calls will cause 
the system to alert the user and some will not. However, Tidwell does not disclose comparing the 
priority of the incoming calls with the priority of the video being watched, and basing the 
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decision to inform the user on this information. Willame discloses comparing the priority of 
different programs to determine which take precedence in terms of which program is recorded. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have the decision as to whether to alert the user of an incoming call be based on a 
comparison of whether the phone call was of higher priority than the video. Allowing the user to 
program the system in such a manner would have been highly desirable, as it would allow the 
user to watch television in an uninterrupted manner, unless the user received an urgent phone call 
of higher priority than the video being watched. 



Claim 3, 7, 9, 11, 18 and 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tidwell et al. (US Pat. 6,535,590) in view of Chatterjee et al. (Pub. No.: US 2007/0248221) and 
Schein et al. (Pub. No.: US 2003/0208758). 

Regarding claim 3: A communication terminal comprising: a video reproduction means for 
carrying out a video reproduction (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 15-19); a communication 
means for carrying out a communication (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 38-43); and a 
reproduction-end-time acquisition means for acquiring an end time of a video reproduction 
carried out by said video reproduction means (Schein, paragraph [0035], lines 18-22); 
wherein, in the event of an incoming from a communication partner in the course of a 
video reproduction carried out by said video reproduction means, said communication 
partner is informed of an end time of said video reproduction (Chatterjee, paragraph [0078], 
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lines 1-5). Tidwell discloses a set top box that has the added functionality of being able to 
process phone calls and alert the user as to call activity, as well as allowing the user to activate a 
number of options, including priority calling, in which the user can rank the importance of phone 
numbers so that some incoming calls will cause the system to alert the user and some will not. 
However, Tidwell does not disclose acquiring the end time of the video or informing the caller of 
the time the video will be finished. Schein discloses using the end time of videos as a way to 
determine at what point a process is initiated, such as stopping the recording of the video. 
Chatterjee discloses notifying the caller that the user is busy, as well as allowing the user to set 
the time that the caller is told the user will be available. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have the caller notified if the user 
was busy, and to tell the caller when the user would be available. Allowing the caller to know 
that the user is busy and when he will be available would have been highly desirable, as it would 
allow the caller to have access to information that would make it easier to get into contact with 
the user, which is assumed to be the caller's intent. 

Regarding claim 7: A communication terminal comprising: a TV-broadcast receiving means 
for receiving a TV broadcast (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 15-19); a display means for 
carrying out an operation to display an image of a TV broadcast received by said TV- 
broadcast receiving means (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 12-15); a communication means 
for carrying out a communication (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 38-43); and a program- 
end-time acquisition means for acquiring an end time of a program of a TV broadcast 
received by said TV-broadcast receiving means (Schein, paragraph [0035], lines 18-22); 
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wherein, if an incoming arrives from a communication partner while said display means is 
carrying out an operation to display an image of a program of a TV broadcast, said 
communication partner is informed of an end time of said program (Chatterjee, paragraph 
[0078], lines 1-5). Tidwell discloses a set top box that has the added functionality of being able 
to process phone calls and alert the user as to call activity, as well as allowing the user to activate 
a number of options, including priority calling, in which the user can rank the importance of 
phone numbers so that some incoming calls will cause the system to alert the user and some will 
not. However, Tidwell does not disclose acquiring the end time of the video or informing the 
caller of the time the video will be finished. Schein discloses using the end time of videos as a 
way to determine at what point a process is initiated, such as stopping the recording of the video. 
Chatterjee discloses notifying the caller that the user is busy, as well as allowing the user to set 
the time that the caller is told the user will be available. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have the caller notified if the user 
was busy, and to tell the caller when the user would be available. Allowing the caller to know 
that the user is busy and when he will be available would have been highly desirable, as it would 
allow the caller to have access to information that would make it easier to get into contact with 
the user, which is assumed to be the caller's intent. 

Regarding claim 9: A communication terminal according to claim 3 wherein said 
communication partner is informed of an end time (Schein, paragraph [0035], lines 18-22) of 
a video reproduction by transmitting a message including information on said end time of a 
video reproduction to said communication partner (Chatterjee, paragraph [0078], lines 1-5). 
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This claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 3, as claim 3 implies that a message has been 
sent. 

Regarding claim 1 1 : A communication terminal according to claim 7 wherein said 
communication partner is informed of an end time (Schein, paragraph [0035], lines 18-22) of 
a video reproduction by transmitting a message including information on said end time of a 
video reproduction to said communication partner (Chatterjee, paragraph [0078], lines 1-5). 
This claim is rejected on the same grounds as claim 7, as claim 7 implies that a message has been 
sent. 

Regarding claim 18: A video reproduction method for carrying out a video reproduction 
wherein, in the event of an incoming from a communication partner in the course of a 
video reproduction: an end time of said video reproduction is acquired (Schein, paragraph 
[0035], lines 18-22); and said communication partner is informed of said end time of said 
video reproduction (Chatterjee, paragraph [0078], lines 1-5). Tidwell discloses a set top box 
that has the added functionality of being able to process phone calls and alert the user as to call 
activity, as well as allowing the user to activate a number of options, including priority calling, in 
which the user can rank the importance of phone numbers so that some incoming calls will cause 
the system to alert the user and some will not. However, Tidwell does not disclose acquiring the 
end time of the video or informing the caller of the time the video will be finished. Schein 
discloses using the end time of videos as a way to determine at what point a process is initiated, 
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such as stopping the recording of the video. Chatterjee discloses notifying the caller that the user 
is busy, as well as allowing the user to set the time that the caller is told the user will be 
available. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have the caller notified if the user was busy, and to tell the caller when the user 
would be available. Allowing the caller to know that the user is busy and when he will be 
available would have been highly desirable, as it would allow the caller to have access to 
information that would make it easier to get into contact with the user, which is assumed to be 
the caller's intent. 

Regarding claim 20: A video reproduction method for carrying out an operation to display 
an image of a received TV broadcast wherein, in the event of an incoming from a 
communication partner in the course of an operation to display an image of a program of a 
TV broadcast: an end time of said program is acquired (Schein, paragraph [0035], lines 18- 
22); and said communication partner is informed of said end time of said program 
(Chatterjee, paragraph [0078], lines 1-5). Tidwell discloses a set top box that has the added 
functionality of being able to process phone calls and alert the user as to call activity, as well as 
allowing the user to activate a number of options, including priority calling, in which the user 
can rank the importance of phone numbers so that some incoming calls will cause the system to 
alert the user and some will not. However, Tidwell does not disclose acquiring the end time of 
the video or informing the caller of the time the video will be finished. Schein discloses using the 
end time of videos as a way to determine at what point a process is initiated, such as stopping the 
recording of the video. Chatterjee discloses notifying the caller that the user is busy, as well as 
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allowing the user to set the time that the caller is told the user will be available. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
the caller notified if the user was busy, and to tell the caller when the user would be available. 
Allowing the caller to know that the user is busy and when he will be available would have been 
highly desirable, as it would allow the caller to have access to information that would make it 
easier to get into contact with the user, which is assumed to be the caller's intent. 



Claim 10 and 12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tidwell et 
al. (US Pat. 6,535,590) in view of Chatterjee et al. (Pub. No.: US 2007/0248221) and Schein et 
al. (Pub. No.: US 2003/0208758), and further in view of Buettgenbach et al. (Pub. No.: US 
2002/0032613). 



Regarding claim 10: A communication terminal according to claim 3 wherein said 
communication partner is informed of an end time (Schein, paragraph [0035], lines 18-22) of 
a video reproduction by transmitting an email (Buettgenbach, paragraph [0048], lines 6-10) 
including information on said end time of a video reproduction to said communication 
partner (Chatterjee, paragraph [0078], lines 1-5). The communication terminal of claim 3 has 
been rejected, but it did not disclose the transmission of email as the method of informing the 
caller that the user is busy. Buettgenbach discloses the automatic generation of email based on 
predetermined conditions. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time of the invention to have the caller informed by email that the user was unavailable. 
Informing the caller by email would have been highly desirable, as it would leave a permanent 
transaction for the caller to keep a record of. 



Regarding claim 12: A communication terminal according to claim 7 wherein said 
communication partner is informed of an end time (Schein, paragraph [0035], lines 18-22)of 
a video reproduction by transmitting an email (Buettgenbach, paragraph [0048], lines 6-10) 
including information on said end time of a video reproduction to said communication 
partner (Chatterjee, paragraph [0078], lines 1-5). The communication terminal of claim 7 has 
been rejected, but it did not disclose the transmission of email as the method of informing the 
caller that the user is busy. Buettgenbach discloses the automatic generation of email based on 
predetermined conditions. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to have the caller informed by email that the user was unavailable. 
Informing the caller by email would have been highly desirable, as it would leave a permanent 
transaction for the caller to keep a record of. 



Claims 4, 8, 13 and 14 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tidwell et al. (US Pat. 6,535,590) in view of Chatterjee et al. (Pub. No.: US 2007/0248221) and 
Schein et al. (Pub. No.: US 2003/0208758), and further in view of Willame et al. (Pub. No.: US 
2006/0179462). 
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Regarding claim 4: A communication terminal comprising: a video reproduction means for 
carrying out a video reproduction (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 15-19); a communication 
means for carrying out a communication (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 38-43); a 
reproduction-end-time acquisition means for acquiring an end time of a video reproduction 
carried out by said video reproduction means (Schein, paragraph [0035], lines 18-22); a 
storage means for storing an incoming-reporting condition indicating whether a video 
reproduction takes precedence of an operation to report an incoming or said operation to 
report an incoming takes precedence of said video reproduction (Willame, paragraphs 
[0033]-[0034]); and a setting means for setting said incoming-reporting condition; wherein, 
in the event of an incoming from a communication partner in the course of a video 
reproduction carried out by said video reproduction means: said communication partner is 
informed of an end time of said video reproduction if said incoming-reporting condition is 
set to indicate that said video reproduction takes precedence of an operation to report said 
incoming (Chatterjee, paragraph [0078], lines 1-5); or said incoming is reported if said 
incoming-reporting condition is set to indicate that an operation to report said incoming 
takes precedence of said video reproduction (Tidwell, Fig. 4 and 11, column 8, lines 62-67). 
Tidwell discloses a set top box that has the added functionality of being able to process phone 
calls and alert the user as to call activity, as well as allowing the user to activate a number of 
options, including priority calling, in which the user can rank the importance of phone numbers 
so that some incoming calls will cause the system to alert the user and some will not. However, 
Tidwell does not disclose comparing the priority of the incoming calls with the priority of the 
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video being watched and basing the decision to inform the user on this information, nor does he 
disclose acquiring the end time of the video or informing the caller of the time the video will be 
finished. Willame discloses comparing the priority of different programs to determine which take 
precedence in terms of which program is recorded. Schein discloses using the end time of videos 
as a way to determine at what point a process is initiated, such as stopping the recording of the 
video. Chatterjee discloses notifying the caller that the user is busy, as well as allowing the user 
to set the time that the caller is told the user will be available. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have the decision as to 
whether to alert the user of an incoming call be based on a comparison of whether the phone call 
was of higher priority than the video. It also would have been obvious to have the caller notified 
if the user was busy, and to tell the caller when the user would be available. Allowing the user to 
program the system in such a manner would have been highly desirable, as it would allow the 
user to watch television in an uninterrupted manner, unless the user received an urgent phone call 
of higher priority than the video being watched. Allowing the caller to know that the user is busy 
and when he will be available would also have been highly desirable, as it would allow the caller 
to have access to information that would make it easier to get into contact with the user, which is 
assumed to be the caller's intent. 

Regarding claim 8: A communication terminal comprising: a TV-broadcast receiving means 
for receiving a TV broadcast (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 15-19); a display means for 
carrying out an operation to display an image of a TV broadcast received by said TV- 
broadcast receiving means (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 12-15); a communication means 
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for carrying out a communication (Tidwell, Fig. 1, column 1, lines 38-43); a program-end- 
time acquisition means for acquiring an end time of a program of a TV broadcast received 
by said TV-broadcast receiving means (Schein, paragraph [0035], lines 18-22); a storage 
means for storing an incoming-reporting condition indicating whether an operation to 
display an image of a TV broadcast takes precedence of an operation to report an incoming 
or said operation to report an incoming takes precedence of said operation to display an 
image of a TV broadcast (Willame, paragraphs [0033]-[0034]); and a setting means for 
setting said incoming-reporting condition; wherein, if an incoming arrives from a 
communication partner while said display means is carrying out an operation to display an 
image of a program of a TV broadcast; said communication partner is informed of an end 
time of said program if said incoming-reporting condition is set to indicate that said 
operation to display an image of a program of a TV broadcast takes precedence of an 
operation to report said incoming (Chatterjee, paragraph [0078], lines 1-5); or said incoming 
is reported if an incoming-reporting condition is set to indicate that an operation to report 
said incoming takes precedence of said operation to display an image of a program of a TV 
broadcast (Tidwell, Fig. 4 and 11, column 8, lines 62-67). Tidwell discloses a set top box that 
has the added functionality of being able to process phone calls and alert the user as to call 
activity, as well as allowing the user to activate a number of options, including priority calling, in 
which the user can rank the importance of phone numbers so that some incoming calls will cause 
the system to alert the user and some will not. However, Tidwell does not disclose comparing the 
priority of the incoming calls with the priority of the video being watched and basing the 
decision to inform the user on this information, nor does he disclose acquiring the end time of the 
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video or informing the caller of the time the video will be finished. Willame discloses comparing 
the priority of different programs to determine which take precedence in terms of which program 
is recorded. Schein discloses using the end time of videos as a way to determine at what point a 
process is initiated, such as stopping the recording of the video. Chatterjee discloses notifying the 
caller that the user is busy, as well as allowing the user to set the time that the caller is told the 
user will be available. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have the decision as to whether to alert the user of an incoming call 
be based on a comparison of whether the phone call was of higher priority than the video. It also 
would have been obvious to have the caller notified if the user was busy, and to tell the caller 
when the user would be available. Allowing the user to program the system in such a manner 
would have been highly desirable, as it would allow the user to watch television in an 
uninterrupted manner, unless the user received an urgent phone call of higher priority than the 
video being watched. Allowing the caller to know that the user is busy and when he will be 
available would also have been highly desirable, as it would allow the caller to have access to 
information that would make it easier to get into contact with the user, which is assumed to be 
the caller's intent. 

Regarding claim 13: A communication terminal according to claim 7 wherein: said TV- 
broadcast receiving means receives a digital broadcast (Willame, paragraphs [0002], lines 1- 
10); and said program-end-time acquisition means acquires an end time of a program of a 
TV broadcast from information included in broadcasted data of a digital broadcast 
received by said TV-broadcast receiving means (Willame, paragraphs [0059], lines 1-5). The 
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communication terminal of claim 7 has been rejected, however it did not disclose receiving a 
digital broadcast or having the end time of a program encoded in the digital signal. Willame 
discloses broadcasting television in digital form, as well as transmitting schedule information 
encoded in the digital broadcast. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to allow for a digital broadcast and that schedule 
information would be included in the digital broadcast. Because digital television broadcast is 
positioned to become the new standard in broadcasting, it would have been highly desirable to 
incorporate it into a TV broadcast receiving communication terminal. 

Regarding claim 14: A communication terminal according to claim 7 wherein said program- 
end-time acquisition means acquires an end time of a program of a TV broadcast from 
information included in a program table distributed by an EPG (Willame, paragraphs 
[0059], lines 1-5). The communication terminal of claim 7 has been rejected, however it did not 
disclose acquiring a program end time from an EPG. Willame discloses receiving program 
information from an EPG, which inherently includes program end times. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to allow for the 
program end time to be acquired from an EPG. Because EPGs are commonly used in the art, it 
would have been highly desirable to incorporate using them as an information source. 
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Claim 16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tidwell et al. (US 
Pat. 6,535,590) in view of Willame et al. (Pub. No.: US 2006/0179462), and further in view of 
Humphrey et al. (Pat. No.: 6,462,675). 

Regarding claim 16: A communication terminal according to claim 1, said communication 
terminal further having a position-information acquisition means for acquiring position 
information (Humphrey, column 4, lines 35-38), wherein an incoming is reported in 
accordance with position information acquired by said position-information acquisition 
means (Humphrey, column 4, lines 35-38). The communication terminal of claim 1 has been 
rejected, however it did not disclose acquiring position information. Humphrey discloses using a 
GPS receiver in order to acquire position information. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have the communication terminal be 
able to acquire position information. It would have been highly desirable for the user to be able 
to decide if he wanted to receive a call based on his position, as there would be some places 
where a user would not want to receive a call. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOSHUA TAYLOR whose telephone number is (571)270-3755. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8am-5pm, M-F, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vu Le can be reached on (571) 272-7332. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Josh Taylor/ 



/ABUL K. AZAD/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2626 



